3/22/71 


Er. Hichard Klaladienst 
D«l>a±y Attomay Geaeral 
UepartEsat of Justica 
Washington, C.C, 

D«£T Et. Elalndlenat, 

MM.1® I w*s away on a short trip, I racaivad thr«« Isttars froa you» Thasa atre in 
raspoasa to lay inquiri®* soiM£ hack to 2>«c«sab*r 2 of last ill® aost cursory axmaination 

laav »3 llttla douht thsy ar» eraaiva and non-rasponsdve at tho Tery h»st. As soon as I can 
I -will laak® rasponses that ars sp«cifio. Meanwfcil®, othar aapacta troubls a®, so I writ® 
you of thae isiModiataly* 

First of *11, 8Vs.ry intsrprstation of the )?r#sdoa of laforaaiion law, ineiudini; that 
«ad® by your Bapartasnt, r«quir»3 rosponss to inquiri*s to •>« prompt, ^hia Is not th® first 
tiE« I hav® 3 Tais 9 d this qusstisn *6th you. Is nof^a delay of close to four months - a quarter 
of s year - in itself a violation of the law, * suppressiTe effort, an tnterforsnos^ in the 
rights *nd capabilities of a writer? 


I do not know why jua haws persisted la refusin.^- to answer this question, I think it 
is a proper question and X think it is on*:-* to which an administration with rhe pretensxons 
of tM::i on® about adhsrsmo® to the law ou^t b» ansious to anawsr* a«spectfuily, I again 
»«ir that you give a® a direct answer to this question. As you know, or slw)uld b& wili.ln 4 ; to 
beliave, I a« not reluctant to test this in court as a separate issua, I aay ba testing it 
right now sjs part of another action. 

It has bean hot® tluia a half year since I charged and I think proved that ». hspaitctcnt 
lawyer consdtijed perjury in ny Civil iLotion 71S-70, Heitiier you nor he nor anym® else in 
ths DeoArtaent has denied this. Indeed, th®» hs.s b«en jao nsponse at all. It is than 

two iaonths sine® 1 charged in court that your client, ths Director of tha national Archives, 
eoKa!itt«d the »aa® offaase. So sovnsal's rathersi inadequate response is that I mads 
"iap«rtinent" and "scandalous" stataaonts, but that is oonsidsrably less than d^mylng the 
charge, said it is noteworthy that my charge of perjury Is not one of these alieted "inpartinant 
and "scandalous" atet^^^its, fron tha frivolous conplaint of their character, 

¥«re I to cosmit this offense, you’d chaxga a®, la there not eqTial justice uiader the 
law, «qual enfox‘cesi®nt of vioistions? Who watchas the watciaa&a, Hr, Kdeindisnst? 

It is sow two years sine® I reported that certain, inproprlettea by th« FSI had b«ea 
cailsA to ^ attention. An lacxideat on say recent trip brin^ this back to salad, i’ii® saoja- 
responsive response in the aanc of tha Attorney vr:,nsivsl was that these allogationo would bs 
improper. I requested a forsal denial, at Isast f-;,r the racord, for appearances. I would 
hors this la; 4 >-«nd-order aihainistration would in its acta aatch its words with regard to such 
intrusioiis into privato rii^hts. With regjsrd to tJw i^cent incidf-nt, bacause I havs a 3ijrain«d 
foot, a yow ffian was to sae-^t ae at Penn Station in Msw York, to carry ay ba*®. When he was 
not prompt in aniving, hs found as being "t aiiad", so h# followed la® snid siy "tail", of whoa 
ha piovidsd a description. If I would prsfsr to bslifcve that gobarsiaant would Jiot do so 
rep 3 rehenijiblo thing to a citican who has cos-iJitted no oriiae, I would also Uks a saeaningful 
denial tliat your Dopartasnt was la ao way involved. 


Sincarsly, 
Harold Veisb®rg 



